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Figure 6.2.1.3-1
Potential Occurrence of Indiana Bat Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.1.3-2
Potential Occurrence of Indiana Bat Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.2.3-1
Bog Turtle Suitable Habitat Within the NiSource Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.2.3-2
Bog Turtle Suitable Habitat Within the NiSource Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.3.3-1
Potential Occurrence of Madison Cave Isopod Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.4.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the Clubshell Mussel Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.5.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the Northern Riffleshell Mussel Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.6.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the Fanshell Mussel Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.7.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the James Spinymussel Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.8.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the Sheepnose Mussel Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.9.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the Nashville Crayfish Within Covered Lands



Figure 6.2.10.3-1
Potential Occurrence of the American Burying Beetle
Within Covered Lands
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